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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

FRIDAY, MARCH 13, 2009 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S023421 PEOPLE v. BUNYARD  

 (JERRY THOMAS) 

 Time extended to consider modification or rehearing 

 The time for granting or denying rehearing in the above-entitled case is hereby extended to  

May 22, 2009, or the date upon which rehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs 

first. 

 

 

 S147393 GEIER (CHRISTOPHER  

 ADAM) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Glen Niemy’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by May 15, 2009, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to May 15, 

2009.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S155942 PANAH (HOOMAN ASHKAN)  

 ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Federal Public Defender Joseph A. Trigilio’s and 

Deputy Federal Public Defender Mark R. Drozdowski’s representation that they anticipate filing 

the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by April 8, 2009, 

counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to April 8, 

2009.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 

 

 S157098 BUNYARD (JERRY  

 THOMAS) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file the reply to the 

informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is granted to May 14, 2009.  The court 

anticipates that after that date, only seven further extensions totaling about 420 additional days 

will be granted. 
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 S162212 ERVINE (DENNIS NEWTON)  

 ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Jean R. Sternberg’s representation that she 

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by 

January 15, 2010, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 

granted to May 15, 2009.  After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 240 

additional days are contemplated. 

 

 

 S170336 D053629 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEYER (CRAIG ALAN) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the petitioner’s reply to the answer to petition for review is extended to March 19, 2009. 

 

 

 S166952 TAYLOR (ROBERT  

 CLARENCE) ON H.C. 

 Order filed 

 The order filed on March 11, 2009, granting the application to file under seal is amended to read, 

in its entirety: 

 “Petitioner’s “Application for Leave to Lodge Federal Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus Under 

Seal,” filed on December 8, 2008, is granted. 

 The Clerk is directed to seal the unredacted petition for writ of habeas corpus filed in Case No. 07-

CV-6602-GW in the United States District Court for the Central District of California on 

September 22, 2008, which was lodged conditionally under seal on December 8, 2008.  (Cal. 

Rules of Court, rules 8.160(g), 8.384(b)(3).)  This record is to remain under seal until further order 

of this court.  (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.160(f).) 

 The Clerk is further directed to return to petitioner’s counsel, the Habeas Corpus Resource Center, 

the copy of the federal petition for writ of habeas corpus filed in Case. No. 07-CV-6602-GW in 

the United States District Court for the Central District of California on September 22, 2008, 

which was received in this court on September 23, 2008.” 
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 BAR MISC. 4186  IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE 

   OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA 

   FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 858) 

 The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who 

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be admitted 

to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to take the 

oath before a competent officer at another time and place: 

 (SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.) 

 

 


